<1K ;\ United States Rstent and Trademark Office 


UMii:i) STATES DKt'AHTMKNT OF COMMIiKCK 
United Slutcn Putcnt und I rudemark Offit'*; 

A.Mrf^ ri .MMISSI' >SKK < >F PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington IM' ^OiiJl 
www u*|>ti> miv 


APPLICATION NO 

FILING DATL 

1 IRST NAMLD 1NVLNT0R 

ATTORNLY DOCKLT NO 

CONFIRMATION NO. 

09 882.564 



06 I 5-2001 

Karlt'rid Ostemed 

LO26-002 

9885 

215h7 

7540 

1 1 :o :oo: 





WELLS ST. JOHN ROBERTS GREGORY & MATKIN P.S. 
601 VV. FIRST AVENUE 
SUITE 1300 

SPOKANE, WA 99201-3828 


LXAM1NLR 


THOMPSON, TIMOTHY J 


ART UNIT 


PAPLR NUMBER 


2873 

DAT I: MAILED: 1 1/20.2002 


Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 


Office Action Summary 


Application No, 

09/882,564 


Examiner 

Timothy J Thompson 


Applicant(s) 

OSTERRIED, KARLFRID 


Art Unit 

2873 


The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure lo reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 


!)□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 


2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)03 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 21 3, 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 0 Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 1.2.15 and 16 is/are rejected. 

7) S Claim(s) 3-14 and 17 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)H The drawing(s) filed on 15 June 2001 is/are: a)D accepted or b)E3 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a). 
11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. j 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

i 

13) H Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). | 

a)C3 All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. j 
2.Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . j 


3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

1 4)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 
1 5>>n Acknowledqment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U S C §§1 20 and/or 1 21 
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DETAILED ACTION 


The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamada et al.(U.S. patent No. 4,662,717) in view of Jonas et al.(Wo 
99/40469). 

Regarding claim 1, Yamada et al., discloses the optical element(fig 18, 51) is 
provided in its edge zone with support points(fig 18, 53A), counter bearing points are 
disposed opposite the support points, of the optical element in an outer mounting(fig 18, 
41), members are directed towards the support points(fig 18, 43A). Yamada et al. does 
not specifically disclose the members are provided with spherical surface, infact, 
Yamada does not specifically disclose the exact shape of the member, although it 
appears to be spherical in figure 18. However, Jonas et al. discloses a spherical 
member(fig 7, 13) which is inserted into a slot(fig 7, 9) on the lens for holding the lens in 
place. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention tc 
make the member spherical as shown by Jonas et al., in the lens holder of Yamada et 
al., since as shown by Jonas et al., joining members for optical elements are commonly 
formed with a spherical surface so as to ensure the joining member provides the best 
possible interconnection between the mount and the lens for securing the two together 
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Regarding claim 2, Yamada et al., discloses the edge zone of the optical element 
with the support points is at least approximately a flat surface(fig 7). 

Regarding claims 15 and 16, Yamada et al., does not disclose that the counter 
bearing points lie at a right angle with respect to the plane which lies at angles to the 
optical axis or the counter bearing points run obliquely with respect to the optical axis. It 
would have been an obvious matter of design choice to design the counter bearing 
points to lie at an angle or obliquely to the plane, since the applicant has not disclosed 
that placing the counter point at angle to the plane solves any stated problem or is for 
any particular purpose and it appears that the invention would work equally well with the 
counter points placed parallel to the plane. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 3-14 and 17 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. With the important features being the 
support includes a planar support, groove shaped support and a fixed point support, 
relief grooves, a securing device located on the side, the edge zone is precision lapped 
for micro roughness, the support points are formed with V shaped grooves, or the 
counter bearing points are displaceable in the radial direction. 


Conclusion 
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Since allowable subject matter has been indicated, applicant is encouraged to 
submit formal drawings in response to this office action. The early submission of formal 
drawings will permit the office to review the drawings therein before the application is 
passed to issue. This will avoid possible delays in the issue process. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J. Thompson whose telephone number is (703) 
305-0881 If thfi pxaminer can not hp rparhoH hie suoervisor Georoia Fdds r^n hp 
reached on (703) 308-4883. 


T.J.T. 


11/14/02 



